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January 26, 2004 

Stacy Charboneau 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Richland Operations Office 
P.O. Box 550, MS A4-79 
Richland, WA 99352

• 

EDMC 

0063929 

� I OREGON DEPARTMENT 
-� 

-
OF ENERGY 

625 Marion St. XE 
Salem, OR 97301�3737 

· Phone: 503-378-4040

Toll F�: l--&."0-221-Z!035

FAX: 503-373-7806
www.mergy.sta.te.or.us

Subject: Review of the ·'Engineering Evaluation/ Cost Analysis (EE/CA) for the Contaminated 
Waste Process Facility; Building 232-Z." DOEIRL--2003-29, Rev. 2, Dec. l 1, 2003. &,09 /0

Dear Ms. Charboneau: 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide commenrs on the proposed action.

We believe the EE/CA provides a reasonable path forward (or the 232-Z facility. You have 
proposed alternative 2 (dismantle and remove the building and dispose of the debris and other 
waste at the Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility (ERDF)). We believe that alternative 3 
(dismantle and remove the building a.nd dispose of the debris and other waste at the low-level 
burial grounds (l..LBG)) may be more appropriate, depending upon the reguladon under which
the wastes. are generated. Th� projected cost difference between the two alternatives is less than 
2 percent. This is an insignjficant diff ereocc.

LLBG versus ERDF 

ERDF may be acceptab�e for disposal of the wastes generated by the proposed action provided: 
l) the wastes are generated under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensncion

and Liability Act (CERCLA), with the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) a.s
an applicable or relevant and appropriate requirement (ARAR), and

2) the wastes are properly treated to comply with the land disposal restrictions of RCRA.
. . 

However, if the Wa_;tes are g�ne�ted as RCRA: wastes, the mixed Jow-�c:vel waste and �ous 
wastes must be disposed in facilities licensed under RCRA. ERDF is not a RCRA licensed 
facility, and is ineligible to receive RCRA waste. ERDF lacks vadose zone monitoring that 
could detect early failures of the disposal site. ERDF also lacks regulatory oversight by the State 
of Washington. Toe m:xed waste trenches in the LLBG are licensed for this use. 

On page 18 you note that'' ... the LLBG are: 0offsite" disposal facilities under the CERCLA," 
and argue that this is an additional barrier to their use. We disagree. Though Hanford was 

R�Ct,�.._-

.JAN 3 0 2004 

DOE-Rt /Al r.� 



02/11/2004 06: 44 509-376-9202 PROJECT WGMA PAGE 05 

. , 

·----------------·------------------------

, .. � 

Oregon Department of Energy 
January 26, 2004 
Page 2 

Review of the "Engineering Evaluation / Cost Analysis 
(EEJCA) for the Contaminated Waste Proce;s Facility, 
Building 232-2." DOE/RL-2003-29, Rev. 2. Dec. 11, 200'.3, 

designated as consisting of four CBRCLA sites {the I 00, 200, 300 and I l 00 areas). ERDF is 
routmcly us·ed for all Hitnford CBRCLA waste ·without concern for this dhtit2':tion. Sim.iiarly • 
the LLBG ai-c fully contained within �e 200 area and are designed and intended for use in 
disposing of Hanford mixed waste from the 200 areas, and are licensed for this purpose. There 
should b� no impediment or barrier ta their use for this waste. 

Waste dennitions 

On page 17, you cite the Atomic Energy Act as authority for these actions. Y•)U further note that 
DOE Orders a.re not promulgated, and-therefore are not ARARs under CERCl..A. We agree. On 
page 10 yc,u cite DOE Order 5820.2A(since rescinded a�d superceded by DOE Order43S.l) as 
governing the definition of transuranic (TRU) -:vastc. Tiiis appears to be in error. 

It is not entirely clear to ui what regulation cu"rrently defines TRU in this context. The Atomic 
Energy Act appears to be the governing law for defense origin TRU waste. WIPP is restricted to 
accepting defense origin TRU wa.o;tc containing more than 100 nanocuries per gram. This leaves 
open the question about what to do with project waste containini more than 11) and Jess than 100 
nanocuries per gram of transurnnics. 

Terminoloc 

The Tri-Panics have most oft.en referred to mlxtures of hazardous wastes and low-level 
nldioactive wastes as .. mixed low-level wastes (MLL W)." The EE/CA select!. instead the term 
"'low-level mixed waste (LLMW)." The choke of tc:rm used at Hanford should be standardiz.ed 
to avoid confusing the public. 

If you have questions rcgard1ng our comments. please contact Dirk Dunning at.(503) 378-3187.

Sincerely, 

Ken Niles 
Assistant Director· 

Cc: 
Nicholas Ceto, EPA Program Manager 
Michael A. Wilson, Ecology Nuclear Waste Program Manager 
'fodd Martin, Chair, Hanford Advisory Board 
Stuart Harris, crum Program Manager 
Rus.sell Jim, Program Manager Yakam.a Indian Nation 
Sandra Lilligrcn, Nez Perce Tribe 


